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CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTION

·ithin the last ten years the small rural schools of
De Soto Parish, Louisana, have been consolidated into large
high schools.

The writer felt it was time that a study

should be made to measure the effectiveness of the vocational agricultural programs in these consolidated districts.
If vocational agricultural instruction in evening school is
effective, there should be evidences outside of the classroom.
Purpose of Study
The purpose of this study was threefold:

(1) to deter-

mine the extent to which vocational agricultural teachers
have influenced farmers to use improved practices, (2) to
compare improved practices followed by farmers who have
attended evening schools with those of farmers who have
not attended evenin~ school, and (3) to discover the major
problems that farmers encounter in their far~ing programs.
Statement of Problem
To what extent have farmers followed improved practices
that were tau~ht in evening schools?
1

2

How do improved practices followed by farmers who have
attended evenin~ schools compare with those followed by
farmers who have not attended evening schools?
To what extent has vocational agricultural instruction
affected the average yield per acre of the major crops?
Scope of Study
This study involved sixty-four farmers of four consolidated districts of De Soto Parish, Louisiana; namely,
De Soto, All Saints, Second Ward, and Logansport.

Asam-

pling of sixteen farmers represented each district.

Eight

constituents from each district or thirty-two farmers comprised the number who attended evenin~ school, while an
equal number formed the group who had not attended evening
school.
Source of Data
Data for this study were obtained from vocational
agricultural teachers and farmers of consolidated school
districts in De Soto Parish through questionnaires.
Review of Related Studies

Diggins made a study to determine the influence of
agricultural evening schools upon farming practices.
stated that :
The evening school was effective in persuading
farmers to increase legume acreage, improve the

He
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seedbed preparation for legumes, make so11 acidity
test, and use corrective measures for alkal1 soils.
In the production of corn and small grains the
evening school was quite effective in establishing
the practices of producing hybrid corn, treating
corn for diseases, and using commer1cal fertilizers.
In hog production,evening schools scored reasonable success in establishing such practices as
better swine feeding, disinfecting farrowing pens,
selecting breeding gilts from market litters,
mixing own minerals, rotating pastures, and cross
breeding for market litters.l
Bierschwale made a study to determine the needs of farmers in the Edwards Plateau area of Texas.

He stated that:

Of the 48½ per cent of the farmers surveyed
who have had some form of organized instruction
in agriculture, 29 per cent or nearly two-thirds
of them have received this instruction through
evening schools taught by the vocational agriculture teachers. In other words, the vocational
agriculture departments through the adult programs
have given the more organized instruction in agriculture than have all other agencies combined.2
Definition of Terms
Consolidated school.

As used in this study, this term

shall refer to a large school which was formed by combining
small schools in order to provide better school facilities
and educational opportunities.

laonald v. Diggins, "Influence of Adult Agricultural
Evening Schools upon the Farm Practices of Those Attending,"
Master Thesis, Iowa State College, Ames, Iowa, 1940.
2Albert J. Bierschwale, "A Study of the Needs of the
Farmers in the Edwards Plateau Area of Texas, and How Departments of Vocational Agriculture Can Help to Meet These Needs,"
Master Thesis, Library, Colorado State College, Fort Collins,
Colorado, 1937.
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District.

Thie term shall refer to the area that is

under the supervision of a given board for educational
purposes.
Instructed group.

This term shall refer to those

farmers who attended evening schools.
Uninstructed group.

In this study, this term shall

refer to those farmers who have not attended evening schools.
Method of Study
The writer made a thorough search of books and related
studies.

Afterwards, a questionnaire was developed and

mailed to the agricultural teachers who completed and returned them to the writer.

Then questionnaires were

constructed for the farmers:

One set for the farmers who

had attended evening schools; the other for farmers who had
not attended evening schools.

The names of farmers in con-

solidated school districts were obtained from agricultural
teachers, and a personal visit was made to each of them by
the writer.
The information from questionnaires of farmers who
attended evening schools was checked against that of the
questionnaires of the agricultural teachers in order to
eliminate to a reasonable degree factors that have a bearing on a study of this kind; such as, extension service,
radio, farm magazines, television, etc.

CHAPTER II
PRESENTATION AND ANALYSIS OF DATA
This chapter will present statistical facts pertaining to the distribution of farmers of the consolidated
school districts who have or who have not attended evening
schools.

Also treated will be their educational and tenure

status.
Data contained herein will concern improved practices,
the average scope of improved practices in soil conservation; pasture, cotton, corn, sweet potato and livestock
improvement; and poultry production.

Incidentally, this

chapter will also discuss the average yield per acre of the
major crops as well as the problems encountered by the
farmers in their farm programs.

In order to present a clear

and accurate picture of the problem of this study, the writer
will present the data in tabular form.

5
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TABIE I
DISTRIBUTION OF DIS'IRICTS BY FARMERS
WHO ATTENDED EVENING SCHOOLS AND
FARMERS WHO HAVE NOT ATTENDED
EVENING SCHOOLS

District

Number of Farmers ReEresented
Non-Evening School
Evening School
Group
Group

Total

De Soto

45

80

125

All Saints

66

144

210

2nd Ward

70

85

155

Logansport

24

19

43

Table I indicates that less than 50 per cent of the
farmers in the first three districts attended evening schools.
In the last district, Logansport, 56 per cent of the farmers
attended evening school.

Notwithstanding the fact that the

number of farmers in attendance was a criterion for evaluating
the effectiveness of evening schools, Deyoe stated:
The real teat of the effectiveness of instruction
is the extent to which farm living has been improved
for the part1c1pants.3

3George P. Deyoe, SuEervised Farming in Vocational
Aiiculture (Danville: The Interstate Printing Company,
19 7), pp. 469-470.
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TABLE II
EDUCATIONAL STATUS OF FARMERS STUDIED

Number

Schooling Received

Grades

Elementary

1 -

8

59

High School

9 - 12

5

Table II shows that fifty-nine of the farmers studied
received schooling in the elementary grades one through
eight, and five farmers received high school training in
grades nine thrO'lgh twelve.
According to Diggins, 4 tangible results can be obtained
from evening schools regardless of the amount of formal
education that a farmer has.

TABIE III
ANALYSIS OF FARMS BY TENIBE STATUS OF OPERATCR

Number
Owners

61

Share renters

2

Owners and share renters

1

4
Rom1 ld V. DiP:gins, "The Influence of Adult Classes in
Agriculture on Far'Tiin&1- Practices, 11 Ap:ricul tural Education
Ma5azine, Vol. 13, No. 12, June, 1941.
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out of the sixty-four farmers surveyed in De Soto
Parish, there were sixty-one who owned their farm land,
two share-renters, and one owner and share-renter, (see
Table III).
TABIE IV
ANALYSIS OF SOIL CONSERVATION ACCORDING TO
PRACTICES IMPROVED, FARMERS REPRESENTED AND
AVERAGE SCOPE OF PRACTICES IMPROVED PER FARMER

Practice
Improved

Farmers
Represented
Instructed
Group

Uninstructed
Group

Average Scope of
Practice Improved
Per Farmer
Instructed UninGroup
structed
Group

Contour
cultivation

22

24

Crop rotation

29

23

19.59

15.41

Winter legume

20

15

7.63

5.24

Gully control

23

16

.82

.44

1.79 A

2.83 A

9

The data relating to improved practices in soil conservation, farmers represented, and average number of acres
improved per farmer are presented in Table IV.

This Table

shows that twenty-two farmers of the instructed group
participated in contour cultivation as compared with twentyfour farmers of the uninstructed group.

The average scope

of improved practices in contour cultivation per farmer by
the instructed group was 1.79 acres and 2.83 acres by the
uninstructed group.

From this observation, it is evident

that more farmers who had not received instruction in
evening schools followed improved practices in contour
cultivation than farmers who had received instruction in
evening schools.

Farmers who had not attended evening

schools probably received their information on contour cultivation from the county extension service and other farmers
who had attended evening schools.

Twenty-nine farmers of

the instructed group and twenty-three farmers of the uninstructed group followed improved crop rotation practices.
The average scope of improved practices per farmer by the
instructed group was 19.59 acres.

The average number of

acres improved per farmer represented in the uninstructed
group was 15.41 acres.
Table IT also reveals that twenty farmers of the instructed group planted winter legumes.

There were fifteen

farmers of the uninstructed group who reported that they

10

planted winter legumes.

The farmers of the instructed group

had an average of 7.63 acres improved in winter legume per
farmer as compared with an average of 5.24 acres improved
by the uninstructed group per farmer.

Twenty-three farmers

of the instructed group followed improved practices in gully
control with an average of .82 acre improved per farmer.
Sixteen farmers of the uninstructed group followed improved
practices in gully control with an average of .44 acre improved per farmer.

TABLE V
ANALYSIS OF PASTURE IMPROVEMENT ACCORDING
TO PRACTICES IMPROVED, FARMERS REPRESENTED
AND AVERAGE SCOPE OF PRACTICE IMPROVED P:ER
FARMER

Practice
Improved

Farmers
Represented
Instructed
Un1nGroup
structed
Group

Average Scope of
Practice Improved
Per Farmer
Instructed UninGroup
structed
Group

Fencing

20

24

4.31 A

7.53 A

Liming

19

12

7.25

4.15

Seedbed
preparation

23

14

4.97

2 .56

Supplementary
crops

22

11

4.oo

2.19
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In considering pasture improvement (Table V), one will
find that there were twenty farmers who had attended evening
schools and twenty-four farmers who had not attended evening
schools who followed improved fencing practices.

The average

number of acres improved per farmer of the respective groups
were 4.31 acres and 7.53 acres.

The fact that more farmers

who had not attended evening schools followed approved
fencing practices might be due to information received from
county extension service, farm magazines or farmers who
attended evening schools.

There were thirty-one farmers

represented who practiced liming, nineteen of whom had and
twelve of whom had not received instructions in evening
schools.

The farmers of the evening school group had an

average of 7.25 acres improved by liming per farmer.

Farmers

who had not received instructions in evening schools had an
average of 4.15 acres improved by liming per farmer.

A

total of thirty-seven farmers were represented in seedbed
preparation:

twenty-three of them had and fourteen had not

received instructions in evening schools.

Farmers who had

attended evening schools had an average of 4.97 acres improved in seedbed preparation per farmer.

The farmers who

had not received instructions in evening schools had an
average of

2.56 acres improved per farmer represented in

seed bed preparation.

Twenty-two of the farmers who had

attended evening schools planted supplementary crops.

The

12
average number of acres planted per farmer of the evening
school group was 4.00 acres, as compared with an average
of 2.19 acres per farmer of the non evening school group.
TABLE VI
ANALYSIS OF COTTON ACCORDING TO PRACTICE
IMPROVED FARMERS REPRESENTED AND AVERAGE
SCOPE OF PRACTICE IMPROVED PER FARMER

Practice
Improved

Farmers
Represented
Instructed Uninstructed
Group
Group

Average Scope of
Practice Improved
Per Farmer
Instructed UninGroup
structed
Group

Seedbed
preparation

30

26

15.37

13.15

Improved
varieties

32

29

15.37

13 .15

Insect control

26

28

11.27

12.11

Marketing
cotton

31

28

12.42

9.95

Table VI reveals that thirty farmers of the instructed
group followed improved seedbed preparation practices.

On

the other hand, twenty-six farmers of the uninstructed group
followed improved seedbed preparation practices.

The in-

structed group improved on an average of 15.37 acres per
farmer as compared with an average of 13.15 acres per farmer

13
of the uninstructed group.

It was noted that more farmers

followed recommended insect control methods in cotton cultivation who had not received instruction in evening schools.
This might have been largely accredited to information received
from the county extension service.

There were thirty-two

farmers of the instructed group and twenty-nine farmers of
the uninstructed group who used improved varieties.

The

average number of acres improved by the farmers of the instructed group was 15.37 per farmer.

The average number of

acres improved by farmers of the uninstructed group was 13.15
acres per farmer.
Table VI also indicates that twenty-six farmers of the
instructed group followed recommended insect control methods.
Twenty-eight farmers of the uninstructed group used recommended insect control methods.

Farmers of the instructed

group applied recommended insect control methods on an
average of 11.27 acres per farmer.

In contrast, farmers of

the uninstructed applied recommended insect control methods
on an average of 12 .11 acres per farmer.

Furthermore this

Table reveals that thirty-one farmers of the instructed
group followed recommended marketing practices.

The average

scope of marketing practice improved by bales, per farmer
represented in the instructed group, was 12.42 bales.

The

uninstructed group had an average of 9.95 bales improved per
farmer represented.
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TABLE VII
ANALYSIS OF CORN ACCORDING TO PRACTICES
IMPROVED, FARMERS REPRESENTED AND AVERAGE
SCOPE OF PRACTICE IMPROVED PER FARMER

Practice
Improved

Farmers
Represented
Instructed UninGroup
structed
Group

Average Scope of
Practice Improved
Per Farmer
Instructed UninGroup
structed
Group

Approved
certified
seeds

32

25

4.21

Cultivation

30

23

3.73

Storing

27

20

149 .15

According to Table VII, thirty-two farmers of the
instructed group used approved certified seeds as compared
with twenty-five farmers of the uninstructed group.

Farmers

of the instructed group improved an average of 1.46 acre
more per farmer than the farmers of the uninstructed group.
A total of fifty-three farmers followed recommended cultivation practices.

Of that number, thirty farmers were of

the instructed group and twenty-three farmers were of the
uninstructed group.

The instructed group improved an

average of 5.31 acres in cultivation per farmer represented .
The uninstructed groun had an average of 3.73 improved acres

15
in cultivation per farmer represented.

Twenty-seven farmers

who had received instruction in evening schools and twenty
farmers who had not received such instruction reported that
they properly stored their corn.

The average amount of corn

properly stored by farmers that received instruction in
evening schools was 252.35 bushels per farmer represented.
Farmers who had not attended evening schools stored on an
average of 149.15 bushels of corn per farmer represented
according to recommended storing practice

TABIE VIII
ANALYSIS OF SWEET POTATOES ACCORDING TO
PRACTICES IMPROVED, FARMERS REPRESENTED
AND AVERAGE SCOPE OF PRACTICE IMPROVED
PER FARMER

Practice
Improved

Farmers
Re12resented
Instructed
UninGroup
structed
Group

Selecting
seed

25

18

Seed treatment

16

Harvesting
sweet potatoes
Grading

Average Scope of
Practice Improved
Per Farmer
Instructed Uninstructed
Group
Group

4.13 bu.

2.22 bu.

7

4.38

1.03

30

17

91.31

43 .53

27

15

42.58

19.03
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Table VIII shows that twenty-five farmers of the instructed group followed improved practices of selecting
seed sweet potatoes, with an average scope of 4.13 bushels
per farmer represented.

There were eighteen farmers of the

uninstructed group who followed recommended practices in
selecting seed sweet potatoes.

The average scope of improved

practices in selecting seed sweet potatoes by the uninstructed
group was 2.22 bushels per farmer represented.

Sixteen farmers

of the instructed group treated their seed potatoes.

Farmers

of the instructed group treated 4.38 bushels per farmer
represented as compared with 1.03 bushel per farmer represented by the uninstructed group.

There were thirty farmers of

the instructed group and seventeen farmers of the uninstructed grou~ reported that they harvested sweet potatoes according
to recommended practices.

The average scope of improved

practice in harvesting sweet potatoes by the instructed group
was 91.31 bushels per farmer.

The average number of bushels

improved by the uninstructed group was 43.53 bushels per
farmer.

There were twenty-seven farmers of the instructed

and fifteen farmers of the uninstructed group represented
1n grading.

The instructed group had an average of 42.58

bushels improved in grading per farmer represented.

On the

other hand, the uninstructed group had an average of 19.03
bushels improved in grading per farmer represented.
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TABIE IX
ANALYSIS OF LIVESTOCK PRODUCTION ACCCRDING TO
PRACTICES IMPROVED, FARMERS REPRESENTED
AND AVERAGE SCOPE OF PRACTICE
IMPROVED PER FARMER

Practice
Improved

Farmers
Re:2resented
Instructed UninGroup
structed
Group

Average Scope of
Practice Improved
Per Farmer
Instructed UninGroup
atructed
Group

Breeding
program

26

20

8.47

Castrating

28

21

7.50

4.24

Controlling
parasites

23

19

12.65

7 .31

Vaccination

20

12

8.37

5.12

Sanitary
measures

25

16

21.50

13 .38

5.03

H

The data in regards to improved practices of farmers
represented and average scope of improved practices per
farmer in livestock production are presented in Table IX.
It can be seen readily that more farmers who had received
evening school instruction followed an improved breeding
program than farmers who had not attended evening school.
There is also evidence that the average scope of improved
practice by heads of the evening school group per farmer
1s greater than those of farmers who had not received

H
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instructions in evening school.

Twenty-eight farmers who

had received instructions in evening school and twenty-one
farmers who had not received instructions in evening school
reported that they castrated their livestock according to
recommended practices.

The average number of heads castrated

by the evening school group was 7.50 heads per farmer.

The

non evening school group castrated 4.24 heads per farmer.
Table IX also reveals that twenty-three farmers who
had received instructions in evening school and nineteen
farmers who had not received instructions in evening school
used recommended methods in controlling parasites of livestock.

The scope of practice improved in controlling

parasites by farmers who had received instructions in evening
schools was 12.65 heads as compared with 7.31 heads improved
per farmer who had not attended evening school.

Twenty

farmers who had received instruction in evening schools and
twelve farmers who had not received instructions in evening
schools reported that they vaccinated their livestock.

One

will find that the evening school group vaccinated more
animals per farmer than the non evening school group per
farmer.

Twenty-five farmers who had attended evening schools

reported that they followed good sanitary measures.

Only

sixteen farmers who had not attended evening schools reported
that they followed good aanitary measures.

The average num-

ber of heads improved per farmer of the evening school group

19
was 21.50.

The non-evening school group improved on an

average of 13.38 heads per farmer.

TABIE X
ANALYSIS OF POUL'IB.Y l?RODUCTION ACCCRDING
TO PRACTICE IMPROVED, FARMERS REPRESENTED AND
AVERAGE SCOPE OF PRACTICE IMPROVED PER FARMER

Practice
Improved

Farmers
Represented
Instructed UninGroup
structed
Group

Average Scope of
Practice Improved
Per Farmer
Instructed UninGroup
structed
Group

Controlling
parasites

23

21

38.25 H

34 .13 H

Sanitary
measures

25

14

51.00

43.31

Recommended
feeding
practices

24

15

46.51

37.23

According to Table X forty-four farmers adopted approved
practices in controlling parasites of poultry.

Of that num-

ber, twenty-three had attended evening schools and twentyone had not attended evening schools.

The evening school

group had an average of 38.25 heads improved per farmer.
Farmers who had not attended evening schools had an average
of 34.13 heads improved per farmer.

Twenty-five farmers of

20
the evening school group and fourteen farmers of the nonevening school group used proper sanitary measures in
poultry production.

The average number of heads improved

in sanitary measures by the evening school group was 51.00
heads per farmer.

The non-evening school group had an

average of 43.31 improved per farmer represented in sanitary measures of poultry production.

There were twenty-

four farmers, who having received instructions in evening
schools, followed recommended feeding practices in poultry
production.

On

the other hand, fifteen farmers who had

not received instructions in evening schools followed
recommended feeding practices.

The average scope of feed-

ing practice improved by the evening school group was 46.51
heads per farmer.

The non-evening school group had an

average of 37.23 heads improved per farmer.
TABIE XI

COMPARISON OF AVERAGE YIELD PER ACRE
OF MAJOR CROPS

Enterprise

Cotton
Corn

Average
Production Yield
Per Acre Before
V. A. Teacher

Average
Production Y1eld
Per Acre After
v. A. Teacher

.72 bale

.81 bale

34 . 00 bushels

45.00 bushels
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Some idea of the effectiveness of vocational agriculture for farmers of consolidated school districts is
presented in Table XI.

This Table reveals that the average

production yield of cotton per acre was .72 bale before the
farmers received instructions in evening school.

After the

farmers had received instructions in evening school the
average production yield of cotton increased to .81 bale
per acre.

The average production yield of corn was 34.00

bushels per acre before farmers received instructions in
evening school.

After the farmers had received instruc-

tions in evening school, the production yield of corn
increased to 45.00 bushels per acre.
TABIE XII
MAJOR PROBLEMS EN COUNTERED BY THE FARMERS
IN THEIR FARMING PROGRAMS ACCORDING TO DISTRICTS

Number of Farmers Enqountering
Problems by Districts
Problems

De Soto

All
Saints

Second
Ward

Logansport

Total

Controlling pocket
gophers

9

5

7

11

31

Controlling diseases
of cotton

3

7

8

4

22

Controlling diseases
of livestock

4

6

5

5

20

Terracing

3

2

2

0

7

Controlling boll
weevils

2

4

1

3

10

22

Table XII indicates the major problems encountered by
the sixteen farmers of each of the four districts of De Soto,
All Saints, Second Ward, and Logansport.

They rank according

to descending order on the basis of the number of farmers
who encounter them as controlling pocket gophers, diseases
of cotton, diseases of livestock, controlling boll weevils,
and terracing.

CHAPTER III
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS, CONCLUSION
AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Summary of Findings and Conclusion
Data revealed that fewer farmers attended evening
schools as compared to those who had not attended evening
school.
Seventy-three per cent of the farmers who had received instruction in evening schools followed improved
practices of soil conservation.

Sixty per cent of the

farmers who had not received instruction in evening
schools followed improved practices of soil conservation.
Winter legume ranked the lowest according to the number

of farmers represented and the average number of acres
improved per farmer for both groups.

It appeared that

more farmers should grow winter legumes.
Sixty-six per cent of the farmers who had received
instruction in evening schools followed improved practices
in pasture improvement as compared with forty-eight per
cent of the farmers who had not received instruction 1n
evening schools.

There was an outstanding indication

that more farmers should improve their pastures.
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Ninety-three per cent of the farmers who had received
instruction in evening schools followed improved practices
in cotton production.

On the other hand, eighty-seven per

cent of the farmers who had not received instruction in
evening schools followed improved practices that were
advocated by evening schools.

The tendency for more farm-

ers to follow improved practices in cotton production than
in any of the other enterprises may be accredited to the
fact that cotton is the leading crop of De Soto Parish.
Ninety per cent of the farmers who had received instruction in evening schools followed improved practices
of corn production.

Seventy-one per cent of the farmers

who had not received instruction in evening schools followed improved practices in corn production.
Seventy-seven per cent of the farmers who had attended
evening schools followed improved practices in sweet potato
production.

Forty-four per cent of the farmers who had not

received such instruction followed improved practices in
producing sweet potatoes.
Seventy-six per cent of the farmers who had received
instruction in evenin~ schools followed improved practices
in livestock production.

Only fifty-five per cent of the

farmers who had not received instruction in evening schools
followed improved practices in livestock production.

There

were fewer farmers participating in vaccination than in any
of the other improved practices.
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Seventy-five per cent of the farmers who had received
instruction in evening schools followed improved practices
in poultry production.

Only fifty-two per cent of the

farmers who had not received instruction in evening schools
followed improved practices in poultry production.
The average production yield of cotton increased from
.72 to .81 bale per acre after farmers received instruction
in evening schools.

The average production yield of corn

increased ten bushels per acre after farmers received instruction in evening schools.
The major problems that farmers encountered in their
farming programs ranked as follows according to descending
order on the basis of the number of farmers represented:
controlling pocket gophers ranked first, diseases of cotton
ranked second, diseases of livestock ranked third, controlling boll weevils ranked fourth, and terracing ranked fifth.
Recommendations
On the basis of findings in this study the writer makes
the following recommendations:
1.

Encourage more farmers to attend evening schools.

2.

Encourage more farmers to follow recommended
practices in pasture improvement.

3.

Teach farmers the advantages of planting winter
legumes.
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4. Encourage more farmers to vaccinate their livestock.
5.

Make careful analyses of problems farmers are encountering in their farming programs and plan
specific instructions in evening schools that deal
w1th those problems.
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APPENDIX

AGRICULTURAL TEACHER QUESTIONNAIRE
Part I
1.

Name of School

'------------ Address-------

2.

Name of vocational agriculture teacher_________

3. How many years of teaching experience do you have 1n
vocational a griculture? _ _ _ _ _years

4.

How long have you been teaching vocational agriculture
in this district?

- - - - - - -·years

5.

How many farmers do you have in your district?

6.

How many farmers have purchased additional farming land?
Sold?

since you

Lost?

have been teaching in present district.

7.

What is the distribution of farmers in your district
according to:

OWners?

------

Owners and cash renters?

Cash renters?

---

OWners and share

renters?

8.

How many farmers in your district are enrolled in evening
school? _ _ _ _ _ _ Number of farmers who are not enrolled in evening school.

9.

Do you make regular visits to individual farmers of your
evening school?

10.

-------

Does the age of the farmers have any bearing on the use
of new practices?

-----28
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11.

Do farmers' formal education have any bearing on the
use of new practices?

12.

Do farmers who own their farms use more improved
practices?

13.

-------

-------

Do you encourage farmers to attend other meetings of
agriculture in nature?

14.

Do you encourage farmers to listen at the daily farm
news?

15.

-------

Do you encourage farmers to subscribe for farm magazines?

Part I I
Check the following list of approved practices which
you have conducted in evening classes or given information
otherwise in this district.
SOIL CONSERVATION

Practice

1.

Contour cultivation

2.

Crop rotation

3.

Terracing

4.

Strip cropping

5.

Winter legume

6.

Use of permanent
vegetation

7.

Gully _control

Year
taught

No. of
farmers
enrolled

No. participating in
practice

Scope
in
acres
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PASTURE IMPROVEMENT

Practice
1.

Fencing

2.

Liming

3.

Drainage

4.

Supnlementary
crops for
grazing

5.

Seedbed
preparation

6.

Renovation

Year
taught

No. of
farmers
enrolled

No. pa.rtic1pating in
practice

Scope
in
acres

No. of
farmers
enrolled

No. participating in
practice

Scope
in
acres

COTTON

Practice

1.

Seedbed
preparation

2.

Improved
varities

3.

Insect
control

4.

Disease
control

5.

Marketing
cotton

Year
taught
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CORN

Year
taught

Practice
l.

Approved certified seeds

2.

Cultivation

3.

Controlling soilinfesting insects

4.

Controlling
diseases

5.

Harvesting

6.

Storing corn

No. of
farmers
enrolled

No. participating in
practice

Scope
in
acres

No. of
farmers
enrolled

No. participating in
practice

Scope
in
bushels

SWEET POTATOES

Practice
1.

Seed treatment

2.

Producing sweet
potatoes according
to market outlook

3.

Harvesting sweet
potatoes

4.

Selecting seed

5.

Grading

Year
taught
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LIVESTOCK PRODUCTION
No. of

Year
taught

Practice

1.

Breeding
program

2.

Castrating

3.

Controlling
diseases

4.

Controlling
parasites

5.

Vaccinations

6.

Sanitary measures

farmers
enrolled

No. participating in
practice

Scope
in
heads

No. participating in
practice

Scope
in
heads

POULTRY PRODUCTION

Practice

1.

Culling

2.

Controlling
parasites and
diseases

3.

Sanitary measures

4.

Vaccination

5.

Recommended
feeding practices

Year
taught

No. of
farmers
enrolled
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Part

III

Enter the names and addresses of only those farmers
who have attended evening classes and/or you have given
information otherwise in your district.
Name of Farmer
lA _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __
2A

Address

--------------

3A
4A

-------------

5A _____________
6A
7A ____________

8A
------------9A ____________
10A _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __
llA

------------12A
------------13A
------------14A

------------Pa.rt IV
Enter the names and addresses of those farmers 1n your

district who have not attended evening classes.
Name of Farmer

16B _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __
17B _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __

Address
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18B _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __
19B _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __
20B _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __
21B _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __
22B _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __
23B _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __
24B _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __
25B _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __
26B _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __
27B _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __
28B _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __
COMMENTS

QUESTIONNAIRE F<R FARMERS

Date
Part I
1.

Name of farmer

--------------

School

District
2.

Name of vocational agriculture teacher _________

3.

How many years of farming experience do you have?

4.

Circle your age bracket:

20-25, 26-31, 32-37, 38-43,

44-49, 50-55, 56-61, 62-67

5.

Circle highest grade completed in school:

1, 2, 3, 4,

5, 6, 7, 8 , 9 , 10, 11 , 12, 13 , 14, 15, 16 •

6.

What is your tenure?

OWner? _ _ _ _ Cash renter _ __

Share renter?

Owner and cash renter?

Owner and share renter?

7.

------

Have you attended evening school? _ _ _ _ _ If so, what
year(s)? _ _ _ _ _ _ _ Received information outside of
participating in evening classes. ________

8.

Do you consult the agricultural teacher for advice when
difficulties confront you?

9.

Have you attended other meetings agriculture in nature
such as agricultural shows and fairs?

10.

Do you own a radio? ______ A television?
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11.

Do you listen to the Agricultural Market News
Reports?

12.

-------

Do you feel that further instruction 1n evening
classes will aid you in your farming program?
If so, 1n what respect? _______________

Part I I

Check practices in the followin g list that you are
using because of the infl uence of your vocational agriculture
teacher:
SOIL CONSERVATION
Practice

Year started

1.

Contour cultivation

2.

Crop rotation

3.

Winter legume

4.

Gully control

Scope

PASTURE IMPROVEMENT
Practice
l.

Fencing

2.

Liming

3.

Seedbed preparation

4.

Supplementary crops

Year started

Scope
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COTTON

Practice
1.

Seedbed preparation

2.

Improved varieties

3.

Insect control

4.

Marketing cotton

Year started

Scope

Year started

Scope

CORN

Practice
1.

Approved certified seeds

2.

Cultivation

3.

Storing
SWEET POTATOES

Practice

Year started

1.

Selecting seed

2.

Seed treatment

3.

Harvesting sweet potatoes

4.

Grading

Scope

LIVESTOCK PRODUCTION
Practice

1.

Breeding program

2.

Castrating

3.

Controlling parasites

4.

Vaccination

5.

Sanitary measures

Year started

Scope
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POULTRY PRODUCTION
Year started

Practice
l.

Controlling parasites

2.

Sanitary measures

Scope

3. Recommended feeding practices
Part III
ACRES AND PRODUCTION YIELDS
Enter number of acres cultivated and production yields
of the following enterprises before attending evening school:
Production
yields

Enterprise
l.

Cotton (Bales)

2.

Corn

Acree
cultivated

(Bushels)

Enter number of acres cultivated and production yields
of the following enterprises after attending evening school:
Production
yields

Enterprise
l.

Cotton (Bales)

2.

Corn

(Bushels)

Acres
cultivated

QUESTIONNAIRE FCR FARMERS
Date _________
Part I
1.

Name of farmer
District

--------------- School

----------

2.

Name of vocational agriculture teacher _________

3.

How many years of farming experience do you have?
Number of years on this farm _______

4.

Circle your age bracket:

20-25, 26-31, 32-37, 38-43,

44-49, 50-55, 56-61, 62-67.

5.

Circle highest grade completed in school:

1, 2, 3, 4,

5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16.
6.

What is your tenure?

OWner? _ _ _ _ _ Cash renter?

_________ Sha.re renter? ________ Owner
and cash renter? _ _ _ _ _ _ _ Owner and share renter?

7.

Who do you consult for advice when difficulties confront
you in y_o ur farming program?

8.

Do you own a radio? _______ A television?

9.

Do you listen to the Agricultural Market News Reports?

10.

Do you feel that instruction in evening classes will aid
you in your farming program? ________ If so, in

39

40

what respect? _____________________

Part II
Check practices in the following list that you are
using in your farming program:

SOIL CONSERVATION
Practice

Year started

1.

Contour cultivation

2.

Crop rotation

3.

Winter legume

4.

Gully control

Scope

PASTURE IMPROVEMENT
Practice

Year started

1.

Fencing

2.

Liming

3.

Seedbed preparation

4.

Supplementary crops

Scope

COTTON

Practice
1.

Seedbed preparation

2.

Improved varieties

3.

Insect control

4.

Marketing cotton

Year started

Scope
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CORN
Practice
1.

Approved certified seeds

2.

Cultivation

3.

Storing

Year started

Scope

Year started

Scope

Year a tarted

Scope

Year started

Scope

SWEET POTATOES
Practice
1.

Selecting seed

2.

Castrating

3.

Harvesting sweet potatoes

4.

Grading

LIVESTOCK PRODUCTION
Practice
l.

Breeding program

2.

Castrating

3.

Controlling parasites

4.

Vaccination

5.

Sanitary measures

POULTRY PRODUCTION
Practice
1.

Controlling parasites

2.

Sanitary measures

3.

Recommended feeding practices

------

